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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 56-77 are pending in this application. Claims 1-55 have been cancelled. 
Furthermore, the examiner withdraws the 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph rejection and the claim 
objection of claim 68. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 56 -71 and 73-77 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Eneborg et al. (Patent. No 6,965,948 Bl), hereinafter Eneborg, in view of Muller et al. 
(Patent No US 6356541 Bl), hereinafter Muller. 

4. With respect to claims 56, 60, Eneborg discloses a method for selecting network access to 
at least one data network using a telecommunication terminal device (Column 1, lines 5-16) 
comprising: the telecommunication terminal device selecting access to a first network (Column 
3, lines 25-34); the telecommunication terminal device connecting to the first network (Column 
3, lines 25-34); the telecommunication terminal device recording and saving quality of service 
information for the first network (Column 5, lines 64-67; i.e. the cited prior art discloses ". . . 
stored in a local memory . . . (QOS). . ."); the telecommunication terminal device disconnecting 
from the first network (Column 1, lines 43-54); the telecommunication terminal device 
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determining that a plurality of networks are available, the available networks comprising the first 
network and at least one second network (Column 3, lines 15-20); the telecommunication 
terminal device analyzing the saved quality of service information for the first network to select 
access to one of the first network and a second network of the at least one second network 
(Column 6, lines 1-20); the telecommunication terminal device selecting access to one of the first 
network and the second network of the at least one second network (Column 7, lines 10-18); and 
the telecommunication terminal device connecting to the selected first network or the second 
network of the at least one second network (Column 7, lines 10-18). 

Eneborg does not disclose the telecommunication terminal device determining a location of the 
telecommunication terminal device with the aid of the first network; the telecommunication 
terminal device saving location data comprised of information relating to the determined 
location; saved location data. 

However, Muller discloses the telecommunication terminal device determining a location of the 
telecommunication terminal device with the aid of the first network (Column 8, lines 66-67 
continued through to Column 9, line 5; i.e. Muller states ". . . include the corresponding code 
number or local area code so that the selection device 4 can use the Internet destination addresses 
or the corresponding destination call numbers which are stored in the memory 7 to determine the 
location of the corresponding central computer, which is to be accesse d, of the respective 
Internet service provider. In order to determine, for the connection setup to the Internet 
destination addresses or destination telephone numbers stored in the memory 7, the most 
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economical registration of the registrations stored in the memory . . .". The cited portion directly 
above when read in context with (Column 1, lines 66-67 continued through to Column 2, lines 1- 
7) which states ". . .the service providers frequently make available a number of telephone 
addresses at different local access points for the user so that the user can select the access point 
which is nearest to his location in order to minimize the telephone charges . When read in 
context, the examiner interprets the cited portions of Muller to disclose that in order to offer a 
user the " the most economical registration of the registrations stored in the memory" which 
Muller describes as " local access points for the user so that the user can select the access point 
which is nearest to his location in order to minimize the telephone charges" . Therefore, it is 
inherent that a determination of the users location itself must be made in order to know which 
access point or central computer is closest to the user); the telecommunication terminal device 
saving location data comprised of information relating to the determined location (Column 8, 
lines 66-67 continued through to Column 9, lines 5-25); saved location data (Column 8, lines 66- 
67 continued through to Column 9, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings Eneborg with the teachings Muller in order to allow a network 
administrator or technician to manage and maintain the many terminals in a network by 
identifying the device's location. 

5. With respect to claim 57, Eneborg discloses wherein the communication terminal device 
is one of a mobile radio terminal, a computer, and a laptop (Column 4, lines 47-53) and the 
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analyzing of the saved quality of service information for the first network to select access to the 
first network or the second network of the at least one second network is based on an analysis 
method that depends upon at least one user defined parameter (Column 8, lines 23-40). 

6. With respect to claim 58, the combined teachings of Eneborg and Muller disclose linking 
location information of the telecommunication terminal device to the recorded and saved quality 
of service information for the first network (Eneborg; Column 8, lines 23-40). 

Eneborg does not disclose wherein the telecommunications terminal device determines the 
location while the telecommunication terminal device is connected to the first network. 

However, Muller discloses wherein the telecommunications terminal device determines the 
location while the telecommunication terminal device is connected to the first network (Column 
8, lines 66-67 continued through to Column 9, lines 5-25). 

7. With respect to claim 59, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 58 above. In 
addition, the combined teachings of Eneborg and Muller discloses wherein the analyzing of the 
saved quality of service information for the first network to select access to the first network or 
the second network of the at least one second network considers the location information linked 
to the recorded and saved quality of service information for the at least one first network 
(Eneborg; Column 6, lines 1-20). 
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8. With respect to claim 61, Eneborg discloses wherein the communication terminal device 
is one of a mobile radio terminal, a computer, and a laptop (Column 4, lines 47-53) and the at 
least one other telecommunication terminal device is within a predetermined distance of the 
telecommunication terminal device (Column 5, lines 1-19; i.e. the prior art discloses a LAN, 
Bluetooth, etc. all of which have a set (predetermined) distance). 

9. With respect to claim 62, Eneborg discloses wherein the telecommunication terminal 
device is configured to communicate the saved quality of service information for the first 
network to other telecommunication terminal devices (Column 8, lines 23-40). 

10. With respect to claim 63, Eneborg discloses wherein the analyzing of the saved quality of 
service information for the first network accounts for at least one interface of the 
telecommunication terminal device (Column 12, claim 11). 

1 1 . With respect to claim 64, the combined teachings of Eneborg and Muller discloses 
wherein the second network of the at least one second network is selected after the analyzing of 
the saved quality of service information (Eneborg; Column 6, lines 1-20). 

Eneborg does not disclose saved location data. 

However, Muller discloses saved location data (Column 8, lines 66-67 continued through to 
Column 9, lines 5). 



Application/Control Number: 10/532,174 
Art Unit: 2457 



Page 7 



12. With respect to claim 65, Eneborg discloses wherein the telecommunication terminal 
device is a mobile radio telecommunication terminal (Column 4, lines 47-67). 

13. With respect to claim 66, Eneborg discloses the telecommunication terminal device 
analyzing costs or charges associated with access to each second network for use in determining 
which of the first network of the at least one second network to select (Column 3, lines 31-43). 

14. With respect to claim 67, Eneborg discloses wherein the analyzing of the saved quality of 
service information for the first network to select access to the first network or the second 
network of the at least one second network is based on an analysis method that depends upon at 
least one network access quality parameter and at least one account parameter (Column 8, lines 
23-40). 

15. With respect to claim 68, Eneborg discloses wherein the at least one account parameter is 
comprised of at least one parameter dependent upon a selected video application (Column 8, 
lines 23-40). 

16. With respect to claim 69, Eneborg discloses storing the quality of service information for 
the first network on a central computer (Column 6, lines 32-42). 
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17. With respect to claim 70, Eneborg discloses updating the stored quality of service 
information for the first network (Column 5, lines 64-67). 

1 8 . With respect to claim 7 1 , Eneborg does not disclose wherein the selecting of access to the 
first network or the second network of the at least one second network is determined based upon 
telecommunication terminal device location requirements needed for access to the second 
network of the at least one second network. 

However, Muller discloses wherein the selecting of access to the first network or the second 
network of the at least one second network is determined based upon telecommunication 
terminal device location requirements needed for access to the second network of the at least one 
second network (Column 11, lines 20-52). 

19. With respect to claim 73, Eneborg discloses a telecommunication terminal device 
comprising: at least one interface for connecting to at least one network (Column 1, lines 5-10); a 
monitor module connected to the at least one interface, the monitor module configured to 
monitor a quality of a network connection between the telecommunication terminal device and a 
network (Column 5, lines 48-59; i.e. a module is simply software in the device); a reputation 
repository module connected to the monitor module, the reputation repository module configured 
to retain quality of network connection information monitored by the monitor module (Column 
5, lines 60-67); a connection analysis module connected to the reputation repository module, the 
connection analysis module configured to analyze network connection information retained in 
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the reputation repository module (Column 6, lines 1-20); and a connection management module 
connected to the connection analysis module, the connection management module configured to 
use data analyzed in the connection analysis module to determine an accessible network to select 
for connection to a network (Column 8, lines 54-67 continued through to Column 9, lines 1-8); 
and saved quality of network connection information such that the connection analysis module 
can access (Column 5, lines 64-67). 

Eneborg does not disclose the telecommunication terminal device configured to determine a 
location the telecommunication terminal device is in when connected to the network and link that 
location and evaluate the location information when analyzing network connection information. 

However, Muller discloses the telecommunication terminal device configured to determine a 
location the telecommunication terminal device is in when connected to the network and link that 
location (Column 8, lines 66-67 continued through to Column 9, lines 5-25) and evaluate the 
location information when analyzing network connection information (Column 8, lines 66-67 
continued through to Column 9, lines 5-25). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings Eneborg with the teachings Muller in order to allow a network 
administrator or technician to manage and maintain the many terminals in a network by 
identifying the device's location. 
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20. With respect to claim 74, Eneborg discloses wherein the connection management module 
is configured to process all potential combinations of the interfaces and available network access 
providers to use to determine an optimum network access to select for connection to that network 
(Column 9, lines 9-29). 

21 . With respect to claim 75, Eneborg discloses a reputation information client module 
connected to the connection analysis module, the reputation information client module 
configured to direct communications with other telecommunication terminal devices to obtain 
network access information that the other telecommunication terminal devices have stored 
(Column 6, liens 1-20); and the connection analysis module configured to access the network 
access information that the other telecommunication terminal devices have stored obtained by 
the reputation information client module (Column 8, lines 54-67 continued through to Column 9, 
lines 1-8). 

22. With respect to claim 76, Eneborg discloses wherein the reputation information client 
module is connected to the reputation repository module (Column 6, lines 1-20). 

23. With respect to claim 77, Eneborg does not disclose a localizing module connected to the 
reputation repository module, the localizing module configured to determine the location of the 
telecommunication terminal device with the aid of the network, the data of the determined 
location also being stored in the repository module. 
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However, Muller discloses a localizing module connected to the reputation repository module, 
the localizing module configured to determine the location of the telecommunication terminal 
device with the aid of the network, the data of the determined location also being stored in the 
repository module (Column 8, lines 66-67 continued through to Column 9, lines 1-25). 

24. Claim 72 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eneborg in 
view of Muller and further in view of Tayloe et al. (Patent No US 5,826,188 A), hereinafter 
Tayloe. 

25 . With respect to claim 72, neither Eneborg nor Muller discloses a navigation system of the 
telecommunication terminal device communicating directions on how to get to a location needed 
for access to the second network of the at least one second network. 

However, Tayloe discloses a navigation system of the telecommunication terminal device 
communicating directions on how to get to a location needed for access to the second network of 
the at least one second network (Column 4, lines 1-12). 

Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments filed 08 February, 2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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27. With respect to applicants arguments on page 15 of 20 of the instant arguments. 
Applicant's contend that "The Examiner states that "other factors" mentioned by Eneborg et al. 
include location of a terminal device. (Office Action, at 8). To the contrary, Eneborg et al. do not 
provide such a disclosure". The examiner respectfully states to applicants' that the examiner no 
longer relies on the previously cited art to teach/disclose applicants' limitation and refers 
applicants' to newly crafted rejection above. 

28. With respect to applicant's arguments at the bottom of page 15 of 20 of the instant 
arguments. Applicant's contend that neither Eneborg, Tayloe, nor Muller, teach or suggest a 
telecommunication terminal device saving network quality of service information and location 
data for use in subsequent selections of networks to access. The examiner respectfully disagrees 
and refers applicants' to the newly issued rejection above. Furthermore, the examiner 
respectfully states to applicants that the rejection given above is a 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection and 
as such applicants' must consider the combined references as a whole and not in a piecemeal 
fashion. As one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

29. With respect to applicant's arguments at the top of page 16 of 20 of the instant 
arguments. Applicant's contend that "There is no teaching or suggestion of the terminal device 
determining its location or using its location for analyzing any network access options". The 
examiner respectfully disagrees and refers applicants' to the prior art Muller at Column 11, lines 
20-52). Furthermore, the examiner respectfully states to applicants that the rejection given above 
is a 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection and as such applicants' must consider the combined references as 
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a whole and not in a piecemeal fashion. As one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARSHALL MCLEOD whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3808. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 a.m-4:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ramy M Osman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2457 

/Marshall McLeod/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2457 
4/10/2010 



